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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to Amendment filed on 12 November 2005. Claims 1, 2, 4-10, 
18-24, 27-30 and 33-35 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 18-20, 28 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Olah et al. (hereinafter "Olah", US 6,446,1 19 Bl) in view of Pavley et al. 
(hereinafter "Pavley", US 6,317,141 Bl). 

As per claim 1, Olah teaches a method for displaying, at a client, transient messages 
received over a network, the method comprising: 

capturing, independently of a user action., at different times, a plurality of separate screen 
images of a plurality of different multimedia objects each containing at least one transient 
message rendered on a display at the client (Olah, col. 4, lines 32-33, screen captures); 

storing each captured screen image of the multimedia object in a chronological list (Olah, 
col. 4, lines 32-33, Olah teaches capturing and storing screen images of a multimedia objects in 
log. Log is first in first out, which is in chronological order). 

Olah teaches displaying the captured screen images, but does not explicitly disclose 
displaying the chronological list with control buttons for enabling a subsequent rendering of the 
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stored screen captured images in at least one of a forward and backward succession, at a user 
configurable rate, in response to a user selection of one of the displayed control buttons, wherein 
the displayed control buttons are independent of any playback control displayed in conjunction 
with initially rendering a given multimedia object from which the screen images were captured. 
Pavley discloses creating a slide show for the captured screen images (Pavley, col. 2, lines 15- 
20). A slide show such as Microsoft PowerPoint displays a list of multimedia objects and plays 
the list of multimedia objects in a forward succession at a user configurable rate. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Olah by incorporating the Microsoft PowerPoint 
program as disclosed by Pavley. The motivation being to allow the user to use Microsoft 
PowerPoint to create a slide show for the images in the activity log of Olah and play the captured 
images in a forward succession at a rate specified by user. This is much convenient for the user 
because the user does not need to select and play the images one by one. 

Claims 2 and 4 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claim 1 . 

As per claim 5, Olah and Pavley teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 1, and further teach the different times are determined by a configurable periodic interval 
(Olah, Fig. 2-3, "Please enter the minutes of each hour of which you wish to save"). 

As per claim 6, Olah and Pavley teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 5, and further teach the configurable periodic interval occurs for a configurable duration of 
time (Olah, Fig. 2-3). 
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Claims 18-20, 28 and 33-35 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claims 1-2 and 4-6. 

4. Claims 7, 9, 21, 23, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Olah et al. (hereinafter "Olah", US 6,446,1 19 Bl) in view of Pavley et al. (hereinafter 
"Pavley", US 6,317,141 Bl) and further in view of Enright et al. (hereinafter "Enright", US 
6,583,813 Bl). 

As per claim 7, Olah and Pavley teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 1, and further teach capture screen images at different times. However, neither Olah nor 
Pavley explicitly discloses the different times are determined by a change in content. Enright 
teaches the different times are determined by a change in content (Enright, col. 4, lines 20-23). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the Olah and Pevley's combined system by incorporating the mean of 
determining whether the image is changed and capturing the changed image as disclosed by 
Enright (Enright, col. 4, lines 20-23). The motivation being to eliminate the duplicated copies of 
images and save the storage space. 

Claims 9, 21, 23, 27 and 29 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claims 1 and 7. 

5. Claims 8, 10, 22, 24 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Olah et al. (hereinafter "Olah", US 6,446,1 19 Bl) in view of Pavley et al. (hereinafter 
"Pavley", US 6,317,141 Bl) in view of Enright et al. (hereinafter "Enright", US 6,583,813 Bl) 
and further in view of Pixley (Document Object Model (DOM) Level 2 Events Specification, 13 
November 2000, http:/.^ww.w3.or^TR/2000/REC-DOM-Level-2- E vents-20001 113/). 
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As per claim 8, Olah, Pavley and Enright teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 7, and further teaches capturing images in detecting changes in content of 
images (Enright, col 4, lines 20-23). However, neither of them explicitly discloses the change in 
content is determined by utilizing a document object model of the displayed page. Pixley 
teaches using a document object model to detect changes in content of images (Pixley, page 1-9). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the Olah, Pavley and Enright' s combined system by incorporating a 
document object model as disclosed by Pixley. The motivation being to use a document object 
model to detect changes in content of images and trigger the capturing process. 

Claims 10, 22, 24 and 30 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claim 8. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 12 November 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

7. As per applicant's arguments regarding "Olah teaches that 'an entire hour's worth of 
activity may be displayed on the terminal 5A, each image being reduced in size and resolution to 
fit 5 . In contrast, the present invention provides 'a subsequent rendering of the stored screen 
captured images' and not a reduced images as taught by Olah" have been considered but are not 
persuasive. Examiner argues that applicant quotes a sentence out of its context. Olah states "the 
operator may select the manner of display and illustrate the user's usage of the computer by 
displaying multiple images/data along-side each other, e.g. an entire hour's worth of activity 
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maybe displayed on the terminal 5 A, each image being reduced in size and resolution to fit". 
Please note the underlined phrases "may" and "maybe" in the sentence. The user does not have 
to display the images in reduced size and resolution. Olah provides the user with options to 
either display the images in reduced size and resolution or display the images as original 
Furthermore, Olah teaches displaying the captured images as they appeared on the user's screen 
(Olah, col. 9, lines 21-25). Clearly, Olah teaches a subsequent rendering of the stored screen 
captured images. Therefore, the arguments are not persuasive. 

8. As per applicant's arguments regarding Pavley does not teach displaying a chronological 
list with control buttons have been considered but are not persuasive. Pavley teaches the user 
may import the images and video directly into a presentation program, such as Microsoft 
PowerPoint™ (Pavley, col. 2, lines 15-17), and create a slide show (Pavley, col. 8, lines 53-64). 
Microsoft PowerPoint displays a list of image objects with control buttons to play the slides 
(Please see the Figure 1 below). Figure 1 shows Microsoft PowerPoint program with control 
button to play the slide show. In the left panel of the Figure 1 , Microsoft PowerPoint displays a 
list of image objects. Since Olah teaches capturing and storing images in a chronological list and 
Pavley teaches importing the images into Microsoft PowerPoint and creating a slide show, 
Microsoft PowerPoint creates a slide show with the images in chronological list and displays the 
chronological list in the left panel of Figure 1 . Microsoft slide show displays the chronological 
list of images in forward succession at a user configurable rate (Pavley, col 15, line 65 - col. 16, 
line 2). Therefore, the arguments are not persuasive. 
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Figure 1 



9. As per applicant's arguments regarding the proposed slide show as taught by Pavley 
would be for images, not for the "stored activity log" as taught by Olah have been considered but 
are not persuasive. Olan teaches capturing images and storing the images in the activity log. 
Therefore, the activity log of Olah stores images in a chronological list. Pavley teaches using 
Microsoft PowerPoint to import images, which will be imported from the activity log, and create 
slide shows for the imported images. Therefore, the arguments are not persuasive. 
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10. In response to applicants argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed Cir. 1988)and/« re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, Olah teaches capturing screen images and storing the captured images in a log for 
later review. Pavley teaches using Microsoft PowerPoint to import images and create slide 
show. Microsoft PowerPoint slide show plays a list of images in forward succession at a rate 
specified by the user. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Olah by incorporating the Microsoft 
PowerPoint program as disclosed by Pavley. The motivation being to allow the user to use 
Microsoft PowerPoint to create a slide show for the images in the activity log of Olah and play 
the captured images in a forward succession at a rate specified by user. This is much convenient 
for the user because the user does not need to select and play the images one by one. 

11. As per applicant's arguments regarding there is no reasonable expectation of success in 
the proposed combination of Olah and Pavley have been considered but are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues since Olah's principle of operation is to prevent the user from knowing about 
the monitoring action, and to restrict that knowledge about and access to the activity log, then 
that same user would be prevented from using a slide show as taught by Pavley, and this would 
render Olah unsatisfactory for its intended purpose if combined with Pavley. Examiner argues 
that the employer is aware of the monitor program which captures screen images and stores the 
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captured images in a log. Furthermore, the employer has access to the log. The employer would 
like to modify the system of Olah by incorporating the Microsoft PowerPoint as disclosed by 
Pavley. The will allow the employer to review the captured images in the log in a forward 
succession at a specified rate. The is much convenient for the employer for reviewing since 
he/she does not need to select and play images one by one. Therefore, the arguments are not 
persuasive. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chongshan Chen whose telephone number is (571)272-403 1 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8:00am-4:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (571)272-4107. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Chongshan Chen 
March 19, 2005 
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